okl EE3II FES A7 o e T ES
A8E A "t o] 5 AAA EM31A X3}
= ¥ 74 AR Bk A olEE 22V ¥
EA So] 3 AT 2719 5 A7) o
o} & A Ao A o] 2L 2kR ] A3} £HL FA
34 7We =¥ dole Ebsd ez dXFHR
it} ofell whet 1 £ 718 8 Ao] FeiEe] A
o BE FF EoklAe o2 712 "ol #83}
I A 83171 st 23T e Ao A
Aolct. o] vl E AEA < FA A4 ] i} 3l
ge 29 E AT FAE FABl e Aol
Zhd {4 dAE ¢ e Aol 2= B3
I BARA AA e S84 =7 2o vst
of X153 vlFd Aeel ok 2™ 2 o] 7
A7} olol AF At 3ich F FAFel A

A3 B 7 AREE 1 A9 §5¢ 1

S84 oAz} ohzl Sl }EHQ Aol
A A7) el & Hx oAy F
& S B SATe] ARk S Hofst ojmEt
QAL Zte AE A JH3A F3EE el
A ol F7o| A=W AdeA FA T A&
F55HAR Bl #ALHAE 2E 87 el xF
ato] H 3 vt Aojch. g FA gl o3 254U #
AZ 71 ARES FAEE Rt TS A X
3t BAks Hole el 3 heslo] BA%Y £
S A9 ola}stA] X3l wiet. g 2] F4 0]
B SARA o]E<S A3 A Wojr} 2 &=
Toll Ex}3t B 1 2| 9] BHL olr)

A o2 FHo3 oA AHEHI Qe $A
4 49L& QA 4t wetA AS5H A2 FF-
93 Jq3 FATE HAEA TR T o, i} 52
2Hd 8] E=Fo] 44E S Aol

-
T

FH9 49 MY BAA 2L A AR E
& 5 ok AR B o3 AT A M £3) 3
Al He ATFARE, i ZEUAS] Y2 294
g e ARY B4 wdl JaH] BAelx, 4
2 A4 dg9] AL XA Fahs Wl ndS
W4 Z W33 W4 (Categorical Data)E oh-= #4
oli, AR 2= F Wzt ARE $43ke AH ¥
39 FAela, YA Ze AE AR HAHod. £
o] vl 7}x] B4 ¥4 W& AN A L=t qbs)
ol 2oz o] 83 & 5A 7|E wbielth &
AT v gk 443 54 WS A2 Jedle A
o] 7o} Fasic).

8712 71z 4

A S Ve W, =89 A7 WA o
F7HEo] A4 BA Wilo] BAIE oo} 3, o
59 A S AHER A e s AMlel A4
¥ A S vdsA 23, B £55A 4=
& 7+ B4 w9 J1E ofd A A83deA
gAlstoof jhetk. E3) AHSEA g $A W]l A
42 delle 2 FA el a¥ A d9E st
< o] A ol E Fedl Ewol H 442
o} =3 =84 AFTe] E(Table)s HAE 25
© ® 2 AAEA SYPH2E ARE 5 e AAE
Ztolof 317] e, R E hA T AL, 244
A Wy, $AA A3 A3} FA=HE Aol gA
ol2} A ztgic}.

Yo £4

QA9 vl Jae st Eopell A 714 wol AH4




MY

AT

Ei. goxg

A7 474 248 A v By AW
e 5411 1- test Wilcoxon rank sum test
A8 : Mann-Whitney test

Median test
PROC TEST PROC NPARIWAY
FHe] &A=& | paired t-test Wilcoxon signed rank test
AR PROC MEANS | PROC UNIVARIATE
A7) o] Ake] ANOVA Kruskal-Wallis test
A5 PROC ANOVA | PROC UNIVARIATE
A7} 2}o] & F | Repeated
ulE 22 measure ANOVA
“PROC GLM -

e A whgele, 2A A 714 Telser Bk 3

Ae Ag da o 27017, $AE B2 A T

Fol I, AR+ FANLA st A T FF0] A

FEH o SAH ke Aot A= Ad
3 T 2rle, 2 e
v 2y S AREsteiof sherte BAse 84
e, ¥ 25 A FHL o3 AL A5l A4
o et 1) £AT 87t sl AT LZE o
24 %E A%, 2) A=Y B3 Axs B Axd ¢
A A= A, 3) ZE VLT A EEE S 5
Ue ATEA B4 T ALY TE 7710 AF 2
F A At ot 2005 Y o Abdshed), F
&3 B 2717} 60131l At vIELH WS
ML vl gtk EAZ B A T ol w2}
A T-AHYE AHgstdo} sherl, ANOVA 24W€

Abgstelol sherke AR selof s, 37 ol

Aol A 7271 Aol AAE o +-HAUE A
goid o] A o2 AlgE ool s, B
A qlo] T-AAW& AP a-error7} $715ke, 9
v e
2 zAlso} it wpeba] Aol 3T o]l 3l
= ANOVA testFol] A% AA (v} 8] 2)E Bonfer-
roni correction,. Turkey, Duncan, Neuman-Keuls, Schef-
fe, Dunnett 5% Zi%*ﬂ"]: g} A 2 A9 Bl
oA el she AL, AAsAA} k= A T

Aol A2 FEAolf S} e Aoleh. A€
Zo] & 24.»]— = %9 cardiac index?] 5% & 3+
ol A, 4 Fo cardiac index”} A2 27} 5

AHgatofof shek

AL ofv] Aow sk AoE zas go

AETHE &7) YA s AL A, = paired t-testS
sfodof sl ZlQld], 1 t-test (unpaired t-test)S A] 3y
sl Aolth o] A% 4% A9 cardiac indexE &
F Ao A& F7) g (3582 #A) paired
t-testE A|P3}ojof e}, qhef FLAQ #AZE Ao o
8le] unpaired T-test8 A|3sPd A 22 9] gl
A3E v] ok 34 He perrort FUHHER F

eldof ek,

A8 vA F HIo AR 1 o] L] FUEHR
A+ FAF F4 (Analysis of variance, ANOVA)S 3¢
o] A A E vtz A Y], A F4E
Al F 9v] g APt s e ez o
ol o] A AL "X gov, FAHOZE 9
de AL Ushe de o8] TFNA = F F 2
o] zpolof oA AA AL onj7} A YFsteA A
A3 H=dl, o] well A-&3HA H o] A A
A 2L Fv} vt} FHE= AT vl o)
Bonferroni correction, Turkey, Duncan, Neuman-Keuls,
Scheffe, Dunnett ¢} 41t}

«]3]’ 53] F493 44 =3 E—‘G] A3 =

= 3AY ¥E F s BHESA FAHEA (Re-
peated measure ANOVA)Qld, 3hte] Ag iAoz -
8 A2k Aol & F2 28 ol wialel 24 W BT
o v E W) b 7 4 e 57o] oy
t}. o] 73§ Repeated measure ANOVAE- A1-8-3}H Be-
tween subject effect %9t o}y2}, Within subject effect,
Interaction effect= +4 & 4 gl o] st

A 1) A2} B LAD(left anterior descending artery)
o WA zo)7t Ae7h?
A 2.352.653.02 3.54 2.98 2.85 3.25 2.35 3.02 3.56 2.87 2.56
2.352.56 3.52 3.21 3.22.3.54 2.98 2.85 2.75 3.01 2.35 2.56
B:2.36 2.853.02 2.54 2.94 2.84 2.25 3;35 3.52 3.56 2.97 2.58
3.352962.52 2.21 2.22 2.54 2.95 2.85 2.75 2.01 2.34 2.96
(Fo]) ttestE AR} & 2k 1Fo] AFEEEF o) F
v} 78} 3L(SAS, Proc Univariate), ¥-4H& A%
F-¢ll Unequal Vs Equal Varianceol]. w}-2 P-ValueZ
w2 Al ‘ -

|4 2) A<} B2 LAD(left anterior descending artery)
o] WA el Zo]7} sl=71?
A:2814 2814 3.283 3.350 2.502
B:4.419 3.518 3.752 4.690 3.427




(Fo]) vHIES HFAe v)aQl Wilcoxon rank sum
test, Mann-Whitney test, Median testZ Zrc}(SAS,
Proc Nparlway). & Z+7¢ & 57} 10/ 2 v
2 2Rk 23 Hrl A4 Wbl A9 A ttest
£ AA3e] AX= folAde] 9 okd A% =
< FE g 71909 AL 5 dAHs B ol
o2& B Eg AW S Algste Ao £4jo}

Havl 9] A= e vEeE uh g
e o] Aolr).

o4l 3) A, B, CS] A5l Aol7} Ye7h?
A: 83 61 80 63 89 71 74 72 85 72 74 76 78 84 102 90
B: 75 60 75 60 90 59 65 86 82 70 65 59 70 80 80 80
C: 70 59 70 60 70 65 70 80 75 65 65 60 65 70 75 71

(Fe]) A 7l o)Are) xLHo)BE ANOVA Al3isld
o @ ANOVA A8 ¥, 9n|7} gIA J& A$E
A% ZA () ¥R, multiple comparison) 2 &
Bonferroni correction, Turkey, Duncan,
Neuman-Keuls, Scheffe, Dunnett 52 A}-&-3}edo}
317] t-testE WHE-PH qbslc)

<A 4) A, B, C8] Au}5=pol &}o]7} Qle7)?
A: 83 61 80 63 89 71
B:75 60 75 60 90 59
C:70 59 70 60 70 65
(Fo)) Al /| o] ALBo) 1, Z}2) sample sizeZ} A}
L v 2 #2454 ANOVAQ Kruskal-Wallis testS A]
3 3ledo} 3}, o, Kruskal-Wallis testS A)3) ¥, ¢
a7} Al Y A= AR HA (Fd ¥R, mul-
tiple comparlson)._i Bonferroni correctiong A]3)
3 4= gt} Bonferroni correctionO]% 49 5%
322 el ok A gnEt 5, 99
AelAe fo 58 00532 = A Zksteq of ﬂv}

o) 5) & A, F9 2o]7} qler)?
% A GOT: 21,22, 23, 20, 21, 22, 23, 20, 21, 22, 23,
24, 25, 21, 20, 29, 25, 25, 22
44 F GOT: 31, 32, 33, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 36, 30, 31,
34, 36, 34, 30, 30, 34, 30, 31
(Fo]) A& o] AR HAo] 22 Paired T-testE A
g}

A 6) T A, F9 o)t de7h?
4 A GOT: 20, 21, 22, 23, 20, 21

T4 & GOT:30, 31, 32, 33, 30, 31
(Fol) & o] & Ar&o|x, 779 47} ApenZ v R
2] w9l Wilcoxon signed rank test-2 A}3) gk},

oA 7) 5 group7te] e &?
AT BT

F4 A :12021222320202223 4R 122,23,20,21,22,23,24.22
Pump off : 30,31,32,33,30,31,32,33  Pump off : 42,42,44,47,39,41,40,43
08 4041,42,43,44,454145 0% :50,52,53,55,51,49,48,50
AZE 131,3436,34,3030,34,30  1AIZE  ©41,42,43,44,45,41,45,42
12407 :23242521,20,292525 12413 :32,33,34,36,30,31,34,36
WAZE 122,232021,02,232425 24A17F  122,23,20,21,22,23,24,25

(Fo]) repeated measures ANOVAE A|3Y3sPd 51, 3
748 ARE 4L 5 ek D A7 Wt g E
3}t () A7 Hstel] W E 7 Y zle] (2h) Azt
wste] RAS 3 el MY F 79 o)

oA 8) A|7ke) W= zlo]7} W

$&A 20, 21, 22, 23, 20, 21, 22, 23, 20
Pump off :30, 31, 32, 33, 30, 31, 32, 33, 29
30 ¥ 140, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 41, 45 42
1 A7} 31, 34, 36, 34, 30, 30, 34, 30, 31
1227y 123, 24, 25, 21, 20, 29, 25, 25, 22
24 A7y 122, 23, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 21
(Fo) & && ¢ A g2z w FAY o] Fof
BAS §F F ANOVAE A3},

ol % el B4

NdS g $AH BALE Aseln) 2 W
% ¥l = (frequency) Et H] & (ratio)& W] W3k Wyl
o, A, FAFNEL, £4 FAZNL 5 522
FAe W47} FE olo]nl, ABO ¥, FEE 23
T SR Tres i sl B,
54 71 ooz Aot obHel A Wl
“H‘i} A FAoltl EE dAH o2 A4 W
52} et £4¢ A4 2R FAIA dntE
A ves W4T A%E 4 Aok HEAQ ¥4 5
2.+ Chi-square test, Fisher’s test, Score test for trend,
Ridit test 5-o] ic}. ,

Chi-square 73AWo] A3 4=z 2 719
718 Z710] wtEEojo} At AA= A T £
7F Aok stz A 500)44e] a7} AA A F
2] KA} 150)81Q] 7 $-<ll= Chi-square ¥XEo 23t
Lx7} AR 7] dE) Fisher’s testel] )5t 54 74



< 3}odo} gt} EA = Cross tabulationol A & cell]

o] 2702 AAH 7| X7} HA7) S0 AHE FHojok 8}
=4, 5u]ukel A 9= Yatesd] AW ol 937} Chi-squar-
e AW A 4317], Fisher's testd AHg-3tedof &
o} A E A5H} AR YA F5F U A

g 22271 slofof sh=l, /A Aol = Chi-squar-
e AAM & ALk, TUE Ao dsld A A A

Ao A Ase} Ax Fo AAL AFHE v wdhs A

3} 3-8 &4 9l 7 $-oll = McNemar X2 testS & 8-

of gc}. '

FH3 G &3] A= v]Eol AT AA
¥ ol &= functional classzt2 A X (grade)?} i A =] =
749 FAJo] Wrl. o] AR o3 TR wddl
TAsR AAFo]H, WeF 1, 2, 3, 42 AFs) ka5
A% 132 3-& 29} 3749] 5 7HA el ¥ 4 ¢l
£ AA 9] FolA Rt welA old= 74 A& AF
3} gk A4S wglm, YA #3E A85TE 7HA
31 24338} Ridit (Relative to an identified distribution)
B4 -8 Al4-3lodof g}

A 9) 5 group Z+<} Cx¢] pol&?
A B
Cx+ 40 10
- Cx- 60 90
(Fo°]) Chi-square test-& A3}

A} 10) F group 712] Cx2| x}o]&?
A B
Cx + 40 4
Cx - 60 96
(Zo)) & celle] W=7} 5 o]8}e] B2 Fisher’s test A]
3}

of| A} 11) Al group 7+2] Functional class®] x}o}<?
A B C

Fcl 7 1 0
FcIll 2 4 2
FcIl 1 5 2
FcIv 0 0 6

(Zo]) functional classZr2 A % (grade)7} IAA = 7
$= oHs) F8A g 243 Ak7e)d, @
oF 1, 2, 3, 42 A3} At st x 1342 2229
37re] 5 ZhAolEln el 4 gl AR FolA

e}, welA ojde 7+ £ & As o= A7
< wga, g4l #3339 AEkE 7R B
Ridit (Relative to an identified distribution) ¥4 &
AHg-3}ed o} gFck. functional class 0]¢]o| = W] =
et 27 Gr -4/ ++/+++/++++, Valve
Insufficiency Gr YII/III/IV 5o 2 4 9l& F&
spole. -

oA 12) F groupzke] Fes] E4e] AR E7H?
A. B
PreOp PostOp PreOp PostOp
III I 1v 111

om . I I I
I I I1I I
v 1 II I
IH II- Iv 1

(Fo]) HAL v &9 vlae] A3} PR F 7AW
#o] & F st
(1) PreOp?F $-A1 Ridit test3}ted xto]7} ¢1-2-& 43
F 31, PostOpE- Ridit testd}e] Z 35 ] w3t} (2) Pos-
tOpell A PreOpE M o] & 7}A| 2L, 1 o] ghd Wil-
coxon rank sum test} 22 B R EA S 3.

Abp o 87 24

A8 Al QlojA &3] F 7k A< o st
43 AL w7l e, dF S0 i3 ol A,
2279} 7], Fa oFF Fxo} AltEs e WLE
7t A AEE B Aol AR ¥47 A &
Aeldl, F B4 71¥o] o= Ax FAL iR AA
2 A4EHE B4E AR gad. 39 4L HsE
7+e) BAE dofshsd f-8359 o] 7S A3
ojd Mg Z3lod o} WY e o3 (predict) =
£ F4 (estimate)d 5 slch. 9 A ML HsE
7t A9 FxE A3 Zold. F AR/ £ F
Hekel A% #A7F $934) 48 o AL8-sked v
3t 39 FAL F ke AF AV £97 A
Lo A4S Rk AR 4L sy QlejAE B
7 wps) v 2z whge] gled], B4 e R
£ EAH 22 Pearson ARA 7} AL, vIRSTH A
A4 2= Spearman AHA S, Kendall®] Tau-b A
A4, Hoffding Dependence A#AI71 e} ojw’t
239 AUATE FIldA ARAS A7} FAH




ARFE AT A 9] el FRA ] B &
94 AR & shodo} Pk,

dA 13) & F £57] st € SAFIe) A
wA g} H9 £A A= '

%71 9% Yo SAlgg
95 274
125 352
90 170
110 171

(¥°]) Pearson A3 AFE 5t =k o] o 4L
A3 AFE B¥ste, A%y AdASE Jeh)
F3L, P-valued 1F8l F0]o} gt} Pvaluer} ¥}
£ gvl F igr AAH FAd JA gokes A
< oJu)gi}

T gyl AAA A AR AF FAS HEE
d& A2 S T8 F ok SASHA 9] HFPole
PROC REGe|® 419 delxe  ‘dey &A=k
=a+b*57] 89 Je 2 1¥E F 9ot old
% P-valueE dg3) Fojof g}

dA] 14) 2 F 427 Y3 24 A7 Qe 24
kel A BA ¢} 39 £4 A=

757 YR Y EAF FE AT
95 274 200
125 352 : 195
90 170 150
110 17 200

(F°]) Pearson A% AlTE $57] ek do &4
% e A7 g &Aoo 2 upg Fapd o)
AL H A =4 bS] e e
A7 ¢ e 2 2@s1d Ao} & P-valueo] Wit

A 15) PostOp Clo| & F= HFehe 5 F
A7}
PostOp C. Idopamine Fojg <% A]7F PreOp C. 1 Age

2.0 5 150 22 22
25 7 200 2.7 40
3.5 3 120 3.5 12

—29—

4.1 5 160 38 25

(Zo]) 2% M4k PostOp Clo| 3 5 W4y} £ o]
Atolt}. olul= F3F ¥4 (Multiple regression
analysis)& A]3)&c}. SASlA9] ®Eolx PROC
REGe]®, 7} #ge] digt PvalueE AF3] Fi,
3A4L ¥ . F2 SASHAE PROC
GLM=2.2 PROC REGS} B2+ AL 4L 5 9}
o}

A 16) Age9} PreOp shunt?] o 3-& RAJ 3k Al o] A
X ACC Time¥} Abg-E3e] #HA-L le71?
Infant Shunt ACC Time>120 min AP AFE

+ o+ » + 310
+ -+ - I 15
+ - + 4 15
+ - ~ 110
-+ + 2 0B
-+ - 0 15
- - + 3 13
- - - 0 10

(o)) ACC Time3} Ab3-82] FA& BaA} sted) A
39 meb ddel Je S 2 28 B3
W ¥t} Linear logistic regression analysisE- A] 23}
sl B2 = E FA 8 FL, PvalueE o
F3) Zt}. SAS 53 o= PROC ROGISTICo|t}.

oAl 17) AgeS} PreOp shunt®] %3858 BATE Abef ol 4]
& ACC Times} C.19}e] B4 L 9ler}?

“Infant Shunt ACC Time ClI
1 + + - 120 2.5
2+ - 90 3.5
3+ - .8 40
50 - - 125 3.0

(Fo)) 16113} 171S A L A 2 43 Zlo]
t} & 5§ Hg F F2g shvEle d5A gt
2= e Aol AHgdhe B4 o2 TE
ALBA (ANACOVA)e] 9lth. SAS H2oj= PROC
GLMele}, Fzz chdzg B4 ¥4 (MANOVA,
Multivariate analysis of variance) SASel|A] 2] &3]
o] PROC GLMe¢|t}. & PROC GLM2E &




FHE QAT 5 QAT obFel BaAE AR A
e AH) shie chia 24¢ ao] A 3
T WS 24 AEsh ok Yokt Aeldt.

7] 18) A} 4~& F Intubation A| 7t} Ao} A
% (percentile)7te] A o] EA)sl=71?
Intubation A]7} AlAJ o} A} 2 (percentile)

50 52
47 13
39 32
13 : 14

(Z°]) Pearson A3 AlFE Aol 717 A% o] 4o A
A& 4 glcl. 28] percentiled £9) AHTolm
2 233 AR AFE Fslde} ). & Spear-
man, Kendall, Hoeffding A#A 58 3t} o
T4 A x (valve regurgitation, &3] A} A3})e} o
#HE A= T8o] "t

HE XRo BY

AE A5 EAL valve failure $¢] complication
2 cancer patient®] survival wlo] F5-2)3} A4
wol AHE = B4 990lgt & 5 itk 42 g9 A
Z vpL 37 A& Y28 (actual survival rate)d A
A == BA YZE$ (adjusted survival rate) & Y} 5
A, AF AEEL A AWl g7 A2en
FAY A} A& L2 JE F U} R A4
o oA AEEL FA AEEE AEHEH, T4
AEENF T4 e ST AEES Pl o)L F
Aste] AbEshe WS i) 44 $E A
T8 o] 83k 24 9P (parametric: method)3}, A
= % W (life-table method), product-limit*y, Chiang’s¥]
=2 ¥ X4 ¥ (nonparametric method)7} 9Jt}. o]
A% ¥ (life-table method, Cutler-Ederer method)&
3 FAAME 7V o] AHEE & uhhal), dukxeg
T T RE 57} 50 Jojof Fr}. wWbA TR =
717} & w= Kaplan-Meier (Product-limit)] & A}-&
o} gt A AELOI T AFE FAo) ARTF
T G734 sl G5 ARt whe} 2polr} QA
£ AR A F AL TAY v E A g3t
of 3l=d], 1 £F2%= Greenwood A (Petod] 7F

¥ 4]) ¥, Mantel-Haenszel ¥, Log rank %, Wilcoxon
rank ¥, Likelihood ratio®] 5¢] 9lt}. Greenwood &
A3 (Petod] ZHH4]) W2 dA A|A7R)e] £ EA
[H Pl Ao F- A 2E Aol R F94 AL
7Fsdtdl, AA RV 7 AE opiel ol
N3 f94 HAAL ErFs3lc). Mantel-Haenszel -
censored casesE A HA A BF A X717 o &
of T g7t HolA 29 FAA HAHe| o u
o vl3] W& whdo] qlr}. 1 2} Log rank W& A=
717ke] 71 A&, Wilcoxon rank ¥& 4 Z 7|7ko] 7L
Azl A3, Likelihood ratio] & A& 7|7ke] &
X7} exponential £XZ @& o A}g0] 7153

S)A] 19) Invasive thymoma 32F9) 11d 2 24 A= ¢

&7 :

B3 77 A%

1 24704 AE
2 15 Fara R
30 Al

24 25 - yE

(Fo]) &9 47} 50 o)3le] =& Kaplan-Meier] &2
AZg& 7Y} 288 o F Standard Errors 9
A= & i} :

dA 20) s FAle} & gkt Invasive thymoma
B2 14 3 2d A& Ao)st vt

F&(+) =3 713k Az
1 247449 ogE
2 15 EAEEY
3 30 Apet
2% L ES

(=) &TF 7|7 Az
1 12 B F
2 15 242
3 20 . - At}
%4 20 RS

(Fol) 5 AE FA9 vZE AlPsdo} sted, 2
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ZE2= Greenwood TAM] (Peto?] 7+#A]) i, A3 =7] B A7) Ae] ¥ A8 F/UYE

Mantel-Haenszel ¥, Log rank ¥, Wilcoxon rank ¥, 1 45 5 + S 20 +
Likelihood ratio®] %o] ¢t} SAS W& AR 2 35 4 - s+C 10 +
PROC LIFETESTo|t}. a2 A A& TAe vl 3 5 10 + S+C 24 -

A4 F e S itk gy 3 75 27
A w2 woJA] Greenwood ZAH] (Petod] 71H4])

1], Mantel-Haenszel ¥, Log rank *, Wilcoxon rank 40 55 13 - S 25 +
¥, Likelihood ratio®]-& A}-4-3F ¥ Bonferroni cor- (Bo]) A8 &L gof staal & ) &3] 2= A3
rections A £3tc}. o T3 A e g3 vteth Mg EA
3l model-& Cox®] proportional hazard modelgld]
A 21) Invasive Thymoma &2}9] 3, =27], €} 7] SASH| WA= 9lA ot weks PROC LIF-
o] g N8 F AE LS ZH Aled Fo% EREGE ¥ o] 2 tjAljte).

nE 2= ALY




